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fc Woman} became the emtuidjineflt cf thf t>LoJn£fC&l fiiLtctinn, the 
irnaic of rutiure.-, the subiLagatitHi 01 winds constitute! that 
civil LicatLira's title to fame. For tnUlenia mt-tl dreamed of Hc:]iiEring 
aiisedoce masnsy ever nanac, t>f cunverrim;: the CQSmCS into one 
tmniense hunting ground. It was to this that the idea of man was 
geared io a male-dominated KJCiety. This ws$ tile significance of 
eSuSOn, his prOuded beast. 

— Hurkhcimer and Adorno, DMt'&tk <}/ fcHt.ig&SetTV.tetti 1 

All human beings art natural beings. That in fry seem ]iks an obvious 
feci, yet wc live id a Culture that is founded on the repudiation, and 
domination of nature. This h£S * special significance for women because, 
in patriarchal thought, women are believed to be closer to nature than 
men. This gives women & pajtictfW stake in ending the domination 
of nature—in healing sc he alienation between human sod nonhurnan 
nwPMfe, This, is also the ultimate goal of the ecology movement* but 
the ecology movement is not necessarily feminist. 

For the most parr, ecologists, with their concern for EruxihiuniUi 
nature, have yet to understand that they fiitvc & particular stake in 
ending the domination of women, They do not understood th&r £ 
central teason for woman’s oppression is hex association with roe 
despised nature they are so concerned about. The hatted of women and 
the hatred of nature arc intimately connected and mutually reinforcing. 
Starting with this premise, thi& article explores why feminism and 
ecology need each other, and suggests the beginnings of a theory of 
ecological teminism; ttoleminism. 


What Is Ecology? 

Ecological science concerns itself with the interrelationships among all 
forms of life. It asms ro harmonire nature, human and nonhuman. It 
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is an iruegtHtive science in an age of fragmentaricjn and special i-aar ion. 
It is also a ciiiicaj science which grounds and necessitates a critique 
of our existing socicry. It Is a reconstructive science in that ir suggests 
directions for reconstructing tinman society in harmony with the natural 
environment 

Social ecologists arc asking how we might survive on the pianet and 
develop systems of food and energy production, architecture, and ways 
of life that will a[lgw human, beings to fulfil! our material needs and 
live in tatmony with nonhuman nature. This work \m Erd to a social 
critique by bio logics and to an exploration of biology and ecology by 
social thinkets. The perspective that self-consciously airemprs to 
integrate borh biological and soda! aspects of tht relationship between 
human brings and their environment is known as mini &hq%j>. This 
perspective> developed primarily by Murray Bookdiin^ to whom I .im 
indebted lor my understanding of social ecology, has embodied ehe 
anarchic tritiquethaT links domination and hierarchy in human sot icry 
to the despoliation of nonhuman nature. While this analysis is useful, 
social ecology without feminism is incomplete, 

Feminism grounds this critique of domination by idffitibdrit rhe 
prototype 01 other kerns ol domination; that of man over worn*fl■. 
Potentially, feminism creates a concrete global community of interests 
among particularly Ecte-oriented people of rhe world: women. Feminist 
analysis supplies the theory, program, and process without which The 
i$dical potential of Social ecology remains blunted. Kcofem intern 
develops die connections between ecology and feminism chat social 
ecology needs in order to reach its orwfl avowed fiO&l of crating a feec 
and ecological way of life, 

are these connections? Social ecology challenges the dualisdc 
belief that nature and culture are separate and opposed. Ecofeiuinisiit 
finds, misogyny at the mot of rhat opposition. Ecofeminist principles 
arc based on the following beliefs: 

1. The building of We$tem indujrriaL civilization in oppose inn 
to nai urt intem-is dialectically with and reinforces the subjugation 
of women, because ’women are believed, to be closer to nature. 
Therefore, ecttfeminisrs rake on the life-struggles of all of nature 
as our own. 

2, life on earth is an Interconnected web, not a hierarchy. There 
is no natural hierarchy; human hierarchy is projected onto nature 
and d»en used ct> justify iOCiai domination. llvrreiort. ecoTcruini*r 
theory seeks ro show The connections between all forms of' 
domination, including the domination of noohuman nature, *tid 
ecofeitiinisc practice is necessarily ami hierarchical. 
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3. A healthy, balanced ecosystem, in^&iding human and 
htn^hurraaij inhabirants, most maintain diversity. Ecologically, 
cnyifpnmtntai simplification is as significant a problem as 
cnvironmtnttii pollution. Biological sJmpitfIcanon t i.e., tho 
wiping out of whole species, corresponds CO reducing human 
diversity into faceless workers; or to the homogenization of taste 
and culture through mass consumer markets, Social life and 
natural life arc literally simplified to the inorganic for the 
convenience of market society. Tbetfgfafeg we need a decemrallied 
global movement that is founded cm common interests yet 
celebrates diversity and opposes all forms of domination and 
violence. Potentially, ecofetninism is such a movement. 

A. The survival of the spec ies necessitates a renewed understanding 
of our relationship to nature., of out own bodily siature, and of 
nonhuman nature around us; It necessitates a challenging of the 
nature-culture dualism and a corresponding radical restructuring 
of human society according to feminist sod ecological principles. 
Adrienne ft.ich says, "When we spiiak df transformation we speak 
more accurately Out of the vision of a process which will leave 
neither surfaces nor depths unchanged, which enters society at 
the most essential level of die subjugation of women and nature 
by men. . . . " ' 

The ecology movement, in dreary and practice, attempts ro speak 
for nature—the "other" that has no voice and is not conceived of 
subjectively in our civilL^arlon. Feminism represents the refusal of the 
original "other" in patriarchal human society to remain silent or to be 
the "other" any longer. Its challenge of social domination emends 
beyond sex. to social domination of all kinds, because the domination 
of sen, race, and class and the domination of nature act mutually 
reinforcing. Women arc the "others" In human society, who have been 
silent in public and who now Speak through the feminist movement, 

Women, Nature and Culture: The Ecofeminiat Position 

In the project ofbuiiding Western industrial civilization, nature became 
something to be dominated;, overcome, made to serve the needs of 
men. She was srrip|>cd of her magical powers and properties and was 
reduced lo "natural resources 1 ' 1 to be exploited by human beings lo 
fulfill human needs and purposes which were defined in Opposition to 
nature (see Merchant, who interprets the scientific revolution as the 
death of nature, and argues that it had a particularly detlimental effect 
on women, f A dualistic Christianity had become aseeiidant with the 





earlier demise of old goddess religions^ paganism, and animistic belief 
systems,' With the disenchantment of nature came the conditions for 
unchecked scientific exploration and technological exploitation.^ ^e 
bear the consequences today of beliefs in unlimited control Over nature 
and in science's ability to solve any problem, as nuclear p&wer plants 
arc built without provisions ft>r waste disposal, and iatd Sites are sent 
into space without provision for retrieval. 

In this way + nature became ''other," something essentially different 
from the dominant, to be objectified and subordinated. Women, who 
are identified with nature, have been similarly objectified and 
subordinated in patriarchal society. Women, and nature, in this sense, 
are the original "others/" Simone do Beauvoir has clarified this 
connection. For de Beauvoir, transcendence" is the work of culture, 
it is the work of men. It is f.bc process of overcoming immanence, a 
process of culture-building that is based on the Increasing domination 
of nature. It is enterprise. '‘Immanence," symbolized by women, is 
that which calls men back, that which reminds man of what he wants 
to forget. It is his own link to nature that he must forget and overcome 
to achieve manhood and transcendence: 

Man Kcd-is in woman the Orlwf rs Nature soevd as his ic-llcw bihsig. 
but we know what ambivsienr feelings Nittfrc inspires in man. He 
exploits her, bui she crushes him, tie is horn uf tier and dies in heq 
she is the source of his being ijnd the realm dm he subjugates to his 
will; Narurc tn a vie i n of esdsc, marenal in which the sumi! is jmpdsiEatd, 
and she is the snoresne f.eitlity; she is connivence and id.es, rfie imire 
and rhe w'Hdte; she is whar opposes rhe Spirit, and riie Spirit itself. 

Now ally, now enemy, she appears os rhe ditrk chaos from whence 
Life wells up. as rhis Life ictclf, and as rhe uver-yncider tuwitd which 
life tends, ^'dirtaiy sums up Nature as Mother, Wife, Idea; these 
forms now mingle and now conflict, and -each of them wears a double 
visc-ge,' 

For de Beauvoir, patriarch;*! civilization is about the denial of men's 
mortality—of which women and nature $&■ incessant reminders. 
Womens powers of procreation ate distinguished from the powers of 
ctftti(Ml-“the accomplishments through the vehicles of culture by 
which men achieve immortality. And yet rhis transcendence over 
women fcnd nird'te can never be tot tk thus the ambivalence, the la.de 
of self without other, the dependence of the self on the other both 
materially and emotionally, Thus develops a love-bate fetishfzation of 
women's bodies, which finds its ultimate manifestation in the sado¬ 
masochistic, pornographic displays of women as objects to he subdued, 
humiliated, and raped~^th? visual enaccment of these fears and desires, 
(See Gridin, Pf/magrapby -and- Silm.?-, for a full development c£ the 
relationship between nature-haring, women-hmng, and pornography.) 8 
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An important toiirrlburion of dc Beauvoir's work is to show rhac 
men s&efc to dominate women and nature for rosu«>DS that are noi simply 
economic. They do so as wsdl for psychological reasons that involve a 
dental of a parr of themselves, as do Other malt hii)E'ure-making 
activities. The process begins with beating the tenderness and empathy 
out of small boys and directing their natural human Curiosity and joy 
in affecting the world around than into arrogant attitudes and 
dcscnrcrivc paths. 

For men raised in woman-hating cultures, the fact that they are 
born of women and are dependent Upon nonlmman nature for existence 
is frightening. The process of objectification, of the mating of women 
and nature into “others’* to be appropriated and dominated, is based 
on a profound forgetting by men. They forget tha: they were bom of 
women, ware dependent on women in their early helpless years, and 
are dependent on nonhum^A nature all rheir lives, which allows first 
lot objectification and died for domination. "The loss of memory is a 
transcendental condition for science. All objectification is a 
forgetting. 

Bur the denied part, of men is never fully obliterated. The memory 
remains in the knowledge ot mortality and the feat of women's power. 
A basic fragility of gender identify exists that surface's when received 
truths about women ant] men are challenged and the sexes depart from 
their "natural ” roles. Opposition to rite no [-very-radical Equal Rights 
Amendment can be partially expLdocd oo these grounds. Mure 
threatening are homosexuality and the gay liberation movement, 
beCaiiH: they name a more radical Truth—th^t SOwuai Orientation is not 
indelible, nor is it naturally heterosexual. Lesbianism, particulariy, 
which Suggests that women who possess this repudiated primordial 
power can be self-sufficient, reminds men that they may not be needed. 
Men are forced into remembering their own dependence on women ro 
support and mediate the construct son of their private reality and their 
public civilisation. Again there is the need to repress memory and 
oppress women. 

The recognition of the connections between women and nature and 
of woman's bridge-like position between nature and culture poses three 
possible directions for feminism. One direction is the integration of 
women into the world of cuf cure and production by severing the woman- 
nature connection. Writes anthropologist Sherry Grtncr* “Ultimately, 
both mtn and women can and must be equally involved in projects til 
cicarivixy and transcendence. Only then will women be Seen as aligned 
with culture, in culture's ongoing dialectic with nature. This 
position does not question narune-cultutc dualism itself, and ir is die 
position taken by most socialist-femimsts (see King, "Feminism and 
the Rjevok of Nature") and by de Beauvoir and Qrtncr + despire their 
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insighta into the connections between Wamen and naturt. They see 
the severance ot the woman-nature connection as a condition of women’s 
liberation, 

Ochef feminism have eebforced the woman-nature connection; 
woman and nature, the spiritual and intuitive, versus man and the 
culture of patriarchal uiti otiality, u This position al£0 does not 
necessarily question tut me -culture dualism or recognise that women's 
ecological sensitivity acid life orientation is a socialized jicrsf^stivt? that 
could be socialised fi^ht out of us depending on our cUy*-to-day lives 
There is no reason to believe that women placed in poskkro of 
patriarchal pe*we: will at? %ay differently from men, or that we cam 
bnng nbout a feminisr revolution without consciously nnirr^randsng 
history arid wnhout confronting the existing economiL and politicaJ 
power ttnictmcs. 

I'Cufemmism suggests a third direction; a recognition [I^t although 
ibe nature-Culture dualism is a product of culture, we can ■iprierhtrlvss 
conteimty (bme not to sever the woman-natutt 1 connection by joining 
mate Culture. Rather^ we can use it as « vantage point for fretting a 
different kind of culture and poetics that would integrate intuitive, 
spiritual, and rational (dims of knowledge, embracing both science 
and magic insofar as they enable us to transform the nsruce-culruce 
distinction and to envision and create a free, ecological society. 

Ecofcminisni ^nd the Intersection of 
Feminism and fetology 

The implications of a culture based on the devaluatmji of life-gLving 
and the celebration of life-taking are profound for ecology and for 
women. Thii fact about out culture Links the theories JFVj polittts of 
the ecology movement with thfts-e of the feminist movement Adrienne 
Rich has writ tea: 

Ve bJVC bfCTi ptrceivtd fur tuq many centimes piulr Nature, 
exploited and raped Lke rht cajrb itn-rf ihe sokr iystem; smaJI W'OfiLkr 
ji wt Dowlonj in become Culture: pure spirit, mind. Yer ei isprrtbrly 
ilui Culture and us political institutions which have jsplir LtS off frocil 
itself. In so doing it has biso spbr j lscHS" off from life, becoming the 
dwth Culture of qnafiiificiukMl,, abitrdCtiim, and the will TO pbwfcx 
which lias teachbd its most refined d&trilirtukjijesS in this Century. It 
i£ this culture a-nd po|jri,CS Ot iH^StmCtiun which wyjnen tbllkipig of 
CfumgUl/?. Ol bmiginp tntv accpu inability in buniwo terms, " 

Th^ way to ground a feminist critique: of "this cultuire and politics 
□f abstraction" is with a sclh-consdous ecological perspective char we 
apply CO all theories and strategies, in the way that we are [earning to 
apply p*<* and class factors £l> every phase of feminist analysis 
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Similarly, ecology requires a feminist perspective, Without a 
thorough feminise analysis of social dam i oar [on that reveals the 
interconnected roots oi misogyny and hatred of nature, ecology remains 
an abstraction: it is incomplete. If male ecological scientists and social 
ecologists fail to deaf with misogyny-■ the deepest manifestation of 
nature-hating in their own lives—they ate not living the ecological 
list's or creating the ecological society they claim. 

The goals of harmonizing humanity and non human nature* at both 
the experiential and theoretical levels, cannot he attained without the 
radical vision and understanding available from feminism. The twin 
concerns of eoofeminism—human liberation and out relationship to 
nonhumait na-tuie—Open the way to developing a set of ethics required 
for decision-making about technology. Technology sign Liles the tools 
that human beings use to interact with nature, including everything 
from the digging stick to nuclear bombs. 

kcofenumsm also Contributes an understanding of the con net clous 
L> etween the domination of persons and the domination of uouhuman 
nature. Fcological science tells us that there is no hierarchy in nature 
Ltselt, but ra-ther a hierarchy in human society that projected onto 
nature. Ecnfeminkm draws on feminist theory which asserts that rhe 
domination of worn ait was the Original domination in human society, 
from which ail other hierarchies ’ -of tank. class, and political power— 
flow. Building on this unmasking of rh t ideology of a natural hierarchy 
of persons, ecofeminism uses its ecological perspective to develop the 
position that there is nn hierarchy in nature: among persons, "between 
persons i-ttjfd the rest of the natural world. Or among the many forms 
of nonbuman nature. We live nn the earth with millions oi species. 
Only one of which is the human species. ’Vet the human species in its 
patriarchal form is the only species which holds a conscmus belief that 
ir is entitled to dominion over the other species t and over the planet. 
FuradoxicalEy, the human species is utterly dependent on non human 
nature. Wc could not live without the rest of nature; ir &m&l live 
without us. 

Ecoieminism draws on another basic principle of ecological science— 

unity in diversity.and develops It politically. Diversity in nature is 

necessary, and enriching. One oi the major effects of industrial 
technology, capitalist or socialist, is environmental simplification. 
Many species are simply being wiped out, never to be seen on the 
earth again. En human society, commodity capitalism is intentionally 
simplifying tinman community and culture- so that the same products 
Can be marketed any when: to anyone. The prospect it for all of us to 
lie alike, with identical needs and desires, around the globe; Coca Cola 
in China, blue jeuns in Russia, and American rock music virtually 
everywhere. 
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peoples of the earth have not had ehdr lives touched acid changed 
to some degree by the technology of induitriaUnation. Eeofrmiuism as 
a social movement resists this iS-l simplification through Supporting 
the rich diversity of women the world over, and seeking a ontocss in 
that divinity, Politically, eoofeminism opposes the ways that 
difference can separate women from each other, through the 
oppression $ of class, privilege, squall ty f and race. 

The ipedui message of ecofeminism is chat when women suffer 
chrtfugh both social domination and the domination of nature* most 
of life on chi$ pl*net suffers and is threatened m well, It is signififpnt 
chat feminism and ecology as social movements havp emerged now. as 
nature s fevuh against demolition: phys itself out in hurwn history 
arid 10 norths man nature at the- same rime A$ fjut slow 
environment-^ poisoning and the resulting environmental 
simplifntunun. 01 rhe possible unleashing of our nuclear arsenals, we 
can hope rhat the prospect aE'ihe extinction of life on rhe pJimst will 
provide a universal Impetus to social change. Ecoleminism Jnpports 
utopian visions of harmonious, diverse* dctxntralii&J communities, 
using only those technologies Lvased on ecological principle , as the 
only practical solution fot the continuation of life on earth. 

Visions and polities are joined as an e^feminisd culture and politics 
liegin to emerge. Ecotenunistsarc caking direct action to effect changes 
rhat Arc immediate and personal as well as long-term and structural, 
Hi tec t actions include l timing holistic health and alternate i^cfllogicaj 
technologies, living in communities tliat explore old and new- forms 
of spin ruat icy which celebrate all life as diverse t^prcHiodS of nature, 
considering the ecological consequences of oor lifestyles and personal 
habits, and participating in creative public forms of resistance^ 
including nonviolent civil disobedience 


Toward ^ Ecofemifrist Praxis: Feminist AncimiUtaf ism 

Theory fttver convene simply or easily into practice: in fwtx* theory 
often lags I'thind practice, attempting to articulate the understanding 
behind thing!- people are already doing. Praxis is the unity of thought 
and aotio-n, Of theory and practice, Many of the women who founded 
the feminist anrjmilitarist movement in Europe and the United S^tes 
share th& ecofrminist perspective 1 have articulated, 1 believe that the 
movement as 1 will briefly describe it here grows out of auch :Ui 
understanding. For che last three years I have been personally involved 
in the ecof&minist ancimilitarisc movement, so rhs following is d first¬ 
hand account of one example of uur praxis. 

The conneciions between violence against women, a militarized 
culture, and the development am] deployment of nuclear weapons have 
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lung been evfdfcOC to pacifist feminists.,^ Ecoteuimiifi Eikc myself, 
whose concerns with jJS of life stem from am uitdcrcrai'iding of the 
mnnectiofls btT^rtni misogyny sod the destructuXi <?f nature, began 
m see militarism and the demh-vouniing weapons ifidostty as [be most 
immediate threat to continued lile ud the planer, while the ecological 
effects of other modern technologies pose a more long-term threat, fn 
thES naa nnet m jluan sm has become a ctoyai issue for roust ecofeminiists. 
Along with tins development, many of us accepted the analysis of 
violence made by pacifist feminists and, therefore, began to see 
nonviolent direct action and resistance as the basis of out political 
practice. 

The ecuftrainisr analysis of militarism is concerned with the 
milicatiEitcion of culture and the economic priorities reflected by our 
enormous ’’defense' 1 budgets and dwindling social services budgets. 
Tine level of weaponry and the militaristic economic priorities arc 
products of patriarchal culture that speaks violence at every fovd. Our 
freedom and out lives are threatened,, even if Them is on war and none 
of the nuclear weapons are ever used. We have tried ro make clear the 
particular ways that women suffer from wat-maJaog'—as spoils to 
victorious armies, as refugees, as disabled and older women and single 
mother!? who are dependent on dwindling social services. We connect 
thr tear of nuclear annihilation w ith women’s fear of malt violence in 
Our everyday lives. 

for ecofemirusty military technology reflects a pervasive cultural 
and political situation. It is connected with tape, genocide* and 
imperialism, with starvation and homeliness, with the poisoning of 
the environment, and with the fearful Ijvtt of the world's peoples— 
especially those of women. Military and sta-tc power hiemrebics join 
and reinforce each other through military technology Particutariy as 
shaped by etufcmimiiTi., The feminist urui-militarist movement in the 
United Starts and Europe is a movement agitin^r a mntLStroiisly 
destructive technology and Set of power relation ships embodied in 
militarism. 

Actions have bet;n organised fit tire Pentagon in. the United States 
and at military installations io Europe. The Women's Pentagon Action, 
originally conceived at an eeofrminist conference which I and others 
organised, hu tukcti place at the Pentagon twice so far. un November 
16 and 17, (9S0, and November aod 16,. 1|38L If included about 
two thousand women the first year, and more chan twice that the 
second. I took part in planning both act tuns and we rook care to make 
the actions reflect ali aspects at out politics. InremiorwJJy there were 
m3 speakers, tM> Iwdets; the action sought ct* emphasise the Connertiotis 
between the military issue and other ocoformnisi i$$uc$. 
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The themes o-f the Women's Pentagon Act ton hive carried over into 
ochet actions outgroup has participated in, including those organised 
by others At the June 12-H, 1982 disarmament demonstrations m 
Ne*. York City k the g£oup’$ match conringew proclaimed the the me: 
"A feminist worJd is a nuijear free zone," the slogan lunging bencoih 
a huge globe held aloft. Other ban tiers fold of visions lor a feminist 
future, and members wore bibs that read “War is man-made," “Scop 
the violence in our lives." and "Disarm the patriarchy." There hsutf 
Iwft similar au tons, thawing inipiaijo-i) from die nraginsl Women s 
Pentagon Actions, elsewhere in the United States and in Europe 1 , In 
California, the Bohemian Club, a maltMinly playground for corporate, 
gfWtitnment T and military elite, w^as the sue of a dfiuonst ration by 
women who surrounded the dub, enacting a hire-affirming protest 
riiusl (see Star hawk). In England vn December 1 2, 19*12, thirty 
thousand women surrounded a US military installation, weaving info 
th£ fence baby clothesy scarves, poems and other personal-life symbols, 
At one point, spontaneously, the word frM-dvm rose from die lips of 
the women and was heard round and tound the- base. Three thousand 
women non violently blocked the entranced to the base on Dtszem her¬ 
mit Fisher >, L * 

The politics being created bythe.se actions draw on women"s culture: 
embodying what is best in women's life-oriented social [nation, building 
on women's difference, organizing am: ihu rarchiralty m small groups 
in visually and emotionally imaginative ways, and seeking an 
incegratjon of issues. 

These actions exemplify ecofeminism, While technocratic experts 
(i nc lud big fen nOists) argue the merits and < leintrits of weapons sysie ms. 
eoofcminiLsm approaches the di^annamem issues on an intimate and 
moral level. 'tioleminisni holds that a personalized, dec tm ml tied ]j re¬ 
affirming culture and politics of direct action are crucially needed, to 
atop the arms tace and transform the world's priorities Because such 
wtaponry does not ertist ap^rt horn a contempt for women and all of 
nature, ibe issufrol disarmament and thicftf ofiuKtear war t! a feminist 
issue Er is the ultimate human issue, and the ultimate ecological cssuc. 
And so ecology, feminism, and liberation for all of nature, including 
ourselves, are joined. 
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tlj£ false opposition? of nature and Culture, paariun anti fcaJinn. Bwh science and poetry 
MPdrepIv intuitive prett^ies. A opr her workofrtti cited by ccDfeiu i ni-St* k Maiy Only's 
C j^.'Vvnfogy |39 7 K) Daly .1 a thfGlt^jajJphilmGpljfcr, -Le also an inspirational thinJrtr. 
but she is a gLEtmrieEydtialJatk (h<nker, mer-siug the "rmltis’ o!' rdcrArrlnl th«tOg.y. 
9Cf"le I nave Iraraed a great deal from Daly, my petspetnve differs from bt« tn (hat 
I believe that irny truly etulo^mid jpolitios, including ccoloflioal ferriiflis/n, muwt be 
ulriraatelv aniidusiliftki 
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